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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 13, 14, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Ximenes etal. (US 20040148231 A1, hereinafter Ximenes) 

in view of Takayanagi (US 5168371). 

Regarding Claim 1 

Ximenes discloses a picture selling system using the internet, comprising: 

• a picture provider for providing pictures through the internet network (at least 
abstract: owner provides images through internet) 

• a picture purchaser for viewing the pictures exhibited at a given virtual gallery 
through the interact network and requesting purchase of a desired picture among 
the exhibited pictures (at least abstract: ordering portals allow users to browse 
image collection and select images for purchase) 

• a picture mediation server connected to the internet network, for receiving the 
pictures from the picture provider to exhibit those pictures at the virtual gallery 
and converting the desired picture which the purchaser wants to buy into a 
dedicated electronic picture file, at the request of the picture purchaser (at least 
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paragraphs [0006] and [0008]: catalog and order server system provide received 
images from owners to order portals; print files of images generated by system) 
• a picture selling agency for receiving the dedicated electronic picture file 
through the internet network to restore the file to a picture requested by the 
picture purchaser, and for outputting the restored picture through a given 
printer (at least paragraph [0006]: print facility reads print file and prints image 
from print file) 

Ximenes does not disclose automatically deleting the dedicated electronic picture 
file. Takayanagi teaches that it is known to include the automatic deletion of a file upon 
its output (at least column 4, lines 41-43: image file deleted when it is output). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the picture selling system, as taught by Ximenes, with the automatic 
deletion of an outputted file, as taught by Takayanagi, since such a modification would 
have provided a means for ensuring that unauthorized users do not access image data 
files (at least column 1, lines 58-62 of Takayanagi). 

Regarding Claims 8, 14. 17 

The Examiner notes that claims 8, 14, and 17 are substantially similar to claim 1 and 
are therefore rejected on similar grounds. 
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Regarding Claim 2 
Ximenes discloses: 

• the picture provider is an artist who paints the pictures or a second picture 
mediation server for storing pictures of various kinds (at least paragraph [0035]: 
owner of images is an artist) 

Regarding Claim 7 
Ximenes discloses: 

• the picture mediation server comprises a payment system for confirming receipt 
of money corresponding to the picture which the picture purchaser selected (at 
least paragraph [0035]: ordering server confirms receipt of payment) 

Regarding Claims 13, 16 

The Examiner notes that claims 13 and 16 are substantially similar to claim 7 and are 
therefore rejected on similar grounds. 
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2. Claims 3-6, 9-11, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ximenes in view of Takayanagi as applied to claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 
13, 14, 16, and 17 above, and further in view of Nahan et al. (US 6343273 B1, 
hereinafter Nahan) and Berarducci et al. (US 20050225799 A1, hereinafter 
Berarducci). 
Regarding Claim 3 

Ximenes and Takayanagi discloses the picture mediation server comprises: 

• a picture information database for storing the pictures received from the picture 
provider and data on the pictures (at least paragraph [0041] of Ximenes: catalog 
server stores image data) 

• a purchase information database for storing purchase information of the 
purchaser for a picture which the purchase makes purchase request of the 
picture (at least paragraph [0008] of Ximenes: ordering server stores image 
order information) 

• a web server for converting a picture corresponding to purchase information into 
the dedicated electronic picture file and entirely controlling respective 
constitution elements of the system (at least paragraph [0035] of Ximenes: 
ordering server has mechanism that confirms payment receipt) 

• a mail server for transmitting the purchase information and the dedicated 
electronic picture file to the picture selling agency (at least paragraph [0035] of 
Ximenes: ordering server transmits print file and order information to print 
facility) 
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Ximenes and Takayanagi do not disclose: 

• a frame information database for storing information on the size, kind and 
material of the frame for packing the desired picture of the purchaser 

• a member information database for storing information on the picture provider, 
the picture purchaser and the picture selling agency 

Berarducci teaches that it is known to include a database for storing frame 
preferences regarding size, kind, and material of the frame (at least figure 3) for an 
image order in a similar environment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the picture selling 
system, as taught by Ximenes and Takayanagi, with the storing of frame preferences, 
as taught by Berarducci, since such a modification would have provided a convenient 
means for user customization of image orders (at least paragraph [0016] of Berarducci). 

Nahan teaches that it is known to include a database for storing member information 
on a picture provider, purchaser, and seller (at least column 7, lines 40-50 and column 
10, lines 36-50: artist, client, and gallery data are stored in the system database) in a 
similar environment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the picture selling system, as taught by 
Ximenes and Takayanagi, with the storing of member information, as taught by Nahan, 
since such a modification would have provided a means for reducing the time required 
for a client to order a piece of artwork and to increasing the sales potential of art 
galleries (at least column 2, lines 21-28 of Nahan) 
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Regarding Claims 9. 15 

The Examiner notes that claims 9 and 15 are substantially similar to claim 3 and are 
therefore rejected on similar grounds. 

Regarding Claim 4 

Ximenes and Takayanagi disclose: 

• the picture information database further includes information on the royalty of the 
picture, which is agreed with the artist in advance, depending on the frequency 
number where the picture of the artist is transmitted (at least abstract of 
Ximenes: payment to the owner is apportioned based on the amount owed to 
distribute according to the owner rights) 

Regarding Claims 10, 11 

The Examiner notes that claims 10 and 11 are substantially similar to claim 4 and are 
therefore rejected on similar grounds. 
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Regarding Claims 5, 6 

Ximenes and Takayanagi disclose the claimed invention except for: 

• the picture provider further comprises a second picture mediation server for 
storing pictures of various kinds 

• the picture mediation server connects the second picture mediation server in 
agreement with the mediation server in advance, and wherein if the purchaser 
requests a picture included in the second picture mediation server, the picture 
mediation server directly sends the picture from the second picture server to the 
picture selling agency 

Nahan teaches that it is known to include a picture provider being a server storing 
pictures of various kinds (at least column 4, lines 50-58: another gallery provides 
pictures) and connecting to the provider and directly sending a selected picture to the 
picture selling agency (at least column 15, lines 15-36: second gallery connected to 
and sends picture) in a similar environment. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the picture 
selling system, as taught by Ximenes and Takayanagi, with the provider storing various 
pictures and directly sending a selected picture, as taught by Nahan, since such a 
modification would have provided a means for reducing the time required for a client to 
order a piece of artwork and to increasing the sales potential of art galleries (at least 
column 2, lines 21-28 of Nahan) 
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3. Claims 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overXimenes in view of Takayanagi as applied to claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 13, 14, 16, and 
17 above, and further in view of Murakami et al. (US 6959385 B2, hereinafter 
Murakami) 

Regarding Claim 12 

Ximenes and Takanayagi disclose the claimed invention except for: 

• the deletion step comprises the step of edition including change of a letter style 
and a letter size or composition with other images in the restored picture 

Murakami teaches that it is known to include composing another image into the 
selected image (at least abstract: watermark images) in a similar environment. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the picture selling system, as taught by Ximenes and Takayanagi, with 
the composing another image into the selected image, as taught by Murakami, since 
such a modification would have provided means for more easily protecting the 
copyrights of images (at least column 1 , lines 23-28 of Murakami). 

Regarding Claim 18 

The Examiner notes that claim 18 is substantially similar to claim 12 and is therefore 
rejected on similar grounds. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Misiaszek whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6961 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM, Monday 
through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on (571) 272-6763. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Michael A. Misiaszek 
Patent Examiner 
11/22/2006 




